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Praise of Evil 
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ips admitted seeing* while in/I ie:dco City CIA. station, "transcripts 
0&A+rtd£. . 

of conversations" in which he'was talking/ as ^hzistpszszysxgHzpggigi^gx page 37 makes 

. ^ A*+\ 

clear 1 te— tha -t the government would not let him idotrbif y when hp w a -s aked—i. those 
^ A 

conversations were with “Cuban and £ Russian officials." 

When asked on page 3G if the documentd he saw "while y#u were at the CIA (station 
in I*Ie:dLco City) relating to visits that Lee Harvey Oswald made," Phillips insisted he 
had not used the word "visits" and meant "conversations." 

Phillips testified on page 39 that the "conversations" zHnaxstEd of which he read 
transcripts "consisted on Lee Harvey Oswald's efforts to zxLl a visa to travel to Cuba." 

When Osw .ld was in i-iexico City ^hillips hat/ as sumed responsibility for the CIA's 
"Cuban operations." (page 40) As joi "donsisted primarily of knowing what was going on 
in and around the Cuban^^kx embassy." (Page 313) He=^ras Phillips was "in charge of 
surveillace of the Cuban embassy.") (?a^e 31 7 ft) 

/4hked, $)("Did you see anj| evidence of Lee Harvey Oswald entering the iCuban emb- 
assy at any time in 1963?" Phillips replied, "Yes, I did." (page 354) Then asked, 

"tfhat evidence did you see tha f: he entered the Cuban embassy?" Phillips replied, 

"Evidence in the form of reports from a Cuban Embassy source that he was inside.^" 

But when ^hillips was then asked, "Au had a spy in the Cuban embassy, did you? 

IT 

(pace 315) the government 1 s lawyer kept Phillips from responding (page 315) 

The government Ityoiifd not let Phillips answer whether he saw "any photographic 
evidence of Oswald's entering the Cuban embassy" o T i^ he heard "any electronic evi- 
dence or evidence secured electronically about Osw^a.i sxtaing visiting the Cuban 
embassy" \,page 317) 

Whife it the meaning of some of Pliillips' answer may be argued, I think it is 

clear that in not limiting his reepense to a "source" insde the Cuban embassy and instead 

Phillips said he khbmx saw "evidence" that "Osw Id entered the Cuban embassy" Phillips 

OjUa^U 

eliminated electronic surveillance" ofi Ote- w - . -ed wheh entering as the source. 

1- om, A. a. 

"X. 0 uban embassy source" could see ;ihat electonic surveillance, of coucbo, cannot see, 

1 /j 7 


someone entering a building.^ 

Bui- accor d i ng to ihe CXn itself its caE^ra'jffxd not photography Oswald entering that 
embassy. The picture.; it produced, of cotieon leaving tlae UEJ3R embassy is not of Oswald. 

(jr A*d> J 

I-y official response after an official search disclQ?e<^(^Ea1F it had no such picture. 

Although the government objected an^/xrevented Phillips' response, it had years earlier 
aelno^.-edgod officially that he had ^sivreillend electronically and pho :ogrpahically, 

the onlt) puposo of the government's refusal to lot Phillips' answer w$s to stonewall} 

I believe th ere can be no question, before the government's lawyer shushed him, 
Phillips acknowledged that he had a hive source inside that embassy. Phillips* language, 
his choice of words, makes this clear# 

Phillips "transcripts of conversations/ (page 3$) also refers to more than a single 
uape#* Trnscripts cannot likely comcT from zJsfy other source} Spies inside their own 

jU l-t- 

embassies are not likeljr to ms shorthand or stenotype machines to record what they can 

upt jjt^ 

eft shot 


forr recording* whsiri h 
were spies# 


nttlri be^r~bgn-L;^ulVTi up , t w'mhI t nn mean only that they 


All of tfiia is to say that the United States had the Cuban embassy in ^e;dco city 

AY^T IQ 

covered three ways, photographically, electronically and "ByTlive source /inside it. 

The staff at the Cuban embassy in Ke.cico City was not large and of that staff a non- 
cyban is a more likely source than a C u ban>^pas?wa3 not a Suban or a Q Cuban citizen. 

Prom what we know, Duran appears to be the most likely CIA source inside that 
embassy# 

-Lhat would account for the CIA's concern for her physical well-being when she was 
picked up by the Mesican police for the second time. 

It also is a much more reasonable explanation for IVjrn^h: -#? failurer^T^testify to 
before the £Iou3e as3as ins committee tha iN that ^sbe^aefi^business ''prevented it. 

An-^ Member of the committee could hnvea have 7ST asked her whether she load been a 
live source or a spy.. She would hardly have wanted to a&uiit that An international TV. 

She certainly would not have wanted to be askod Questions about any spyin u she did# Or 
even if there was a special reSson for going out of her way to help CstjJad# 
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Or he intended makin g his reader believe that Oswald was a Connnunist when in fact he 
was virulently anti-Com unist. 


art 

^>1 


Hot Rp^ii SSS oft rcr promsing to ap. ear solved that proble:^ tlia only way it could 
be solved. 

Taat^she had £no pressure from the SxLcan government to appear after it had said 
to the °nited States that she could and w'S^L^so lias few other explanations that fit 
as well. 

There is nothing tliat can be done about the pictures taken automatically when Oswald 

entered the embassy. The CIA's explanation, that there was a malfunction, cannot be 

credited. But there is nothing that can be done about that. 

i'o-Soufce Posner lias a footnote on this in kich he says that the CIA's files hald 

no picture of Oswald. It then discovered "tliat it had a photo of him in its “insk file." 

(Before returning ^cftnis ^^nit^d ^tates Oswald lived in ‘insk.') tohat makes the CIA exp- 
»\ 

lanations even less credible ia the Certainty tliat when Oswald defected it did obtain and 
file pictures of him. 

On this same page Posner has one of his disclosure of his own political view. In 
waiting abfut those who believe it was not the real Oswald in l.exico Qity Posner says 
they also believe he ''was not even a real c omr,iunist." In this Posner says, despite all 

II , x 

Ads contrary pretenses* tliat he believes that OMadjXftB- " a real Communist, (page 10oJ 

In his ad itional discussion of the absence of Oswald photos in Ai e:i.co City Posner 

£itea in "contradiction of the Cl£ what he knows will not offend it or be given much 
4 ythe lat^ 

credibility, Tony Summers. also virities si m ila r ly abou^'tTanes Jesus Aggleton,wlio had 
.1 — - ' J O/Si/M 


handed th: CIA's counterintelligence , that heiiad -etT^k iq got from the 4esk of Xxzi±si 
a former ^exico City station chief. 

If Poaner had wanted to fce could have cite*/ less undependable sources, those more 


likely to be credited, the newsappares that had earlier carried 
picture findings. (Page 187) 


acoCj 


j^LnWof 


ti-5s 


fse 


Posner refers to the tape of an Oswald conversation intercept two more times. On 


Page 1C7 he refers to what he a^told by a former Hous^ssassins coicittee investigator^/. 

Carrying over to the top of th next he another CIA favor', ft let a "retired 
fji\ jkc /M- / 

official 11 speak to Posner w ith o u t indontificatie rr: ^ 


"The Agency had at 

one point a recording of Oswald asking to speak to whoever he 
was going to speak to at the Soviet embassy,” Edwin Lopez, a 
House Select Committee investigator, told the author. "And the 
Agency had a husband-and-wife team [who were Russian] listen 
to the tape and transcribe it, and in parentheses, they wrote 
down— and I talked to both of them: This guy speaks English 
with a broken Russian accent.’ Now you and I both know that 
Oswald did not speak in broken Russian. Well, this is amazing— 
they have a tape, they sent it up to Washington at one point after 
the assassination, I have seen the cable and all, and guess what 
happens to the tape — gone! So all we have left is our transcrip- 
tion, and our conversations with the husband-and-wife team.”” 
However, the tape referred to by Lopez may not even have been 
a recording of Oswald. A retired Agency official familiar with the 
Oswald file spoke to the author on the condition he not be identi- 
fied. "Even if there had been a sound recording, it would have 
been erased routinely a week after it was made. If we kept every- 


thing we recorded, you couldn’t find enough warehouses to store 
them. So once something is transcribed, we don't need the tape 
and it’s reused. Keeping the tape might be more of an indication 
that there was a special interest in this fellow. However, since 
there isn’t a tape, no one is sure that we recorded the right per- 
son. Just like we made an error in photographing the wrong man 
there’s a good chance that we might have recorded the same man 
we photographed, thinking the entire time we had surveillance 
onOswald. We’ve really created our own problems on this one.”* 


^6 
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record on this committee is not that of a man determined to do what that committee 
was created to do, investigate the gw* crime itself. He began with %£& prec^fiception from 
his Department of Justice work,^ that organised crime, on which he was hung up, killed 
the President. He also 3et out to put dovm all the work of all the critics of the 
official mythology. He began each hearing at which lie did this with a calm narration of 
what that hearing would sho^ In it he named the diitics whose work he then criticized 
or undertook to refute. I ^Jfci s he avoided mentioning only one of those critics. He 
neber mentioned my name enca. 

/\ (D 

The P3I understood him so well that in its internal records that I obtained in two 


FOIA lawsuits that were combined, C.A Civil £e Actions 78-0322 and 78-fr*©0420, in 
deliberating what records it would let that committee see, the FBI actually decided 
that it would make available only part of wliat it had alread y disclosed to me and thus 
was already public, in the public domain! 


Note to Richard: I do have this in two different /FBI records but searching for it is now 
beyond me. I*d love to publish it, too! It is also in that case record and that can be 
cited as the source. 


<7<l I 


■ L n doing Po$nor «<favor the. C!Dp dilTlSel itself a bigger favor. He spread for it 

+ w - 

the lies i^Vpnted accepted >s fed did not dare, spread in its own nsas-^. name. 

JfUs jvvrru^ J 

f Ho do ub | hopes spoke the truth as he“knew it. But he refers to that coimjittee' s 

elimination of th CI^' s record only. 

7,1 1 A ^^ ta lrp y h ra d^ S3 Tbig B ou^a^big-^= 4cas abo trt^himself anif ^s-un fki uo tale n t s and 
reportedly_-big ideas - about, Ms future that— azrmnr iJLised. 1 i ave coon ao ind i ca tion 
that-aft^r he signed a -secrecy agreement w lttr thu C L ir- ' ltial gave it absolute oon t r ol 


over-w hab - he coul d— see- and wh at Ii^g mild have, and if it was honest andThe'terd “done 
nothing ^but-- road th^ rrf l c vant would have been far from finished when the 



comm? i: 


had done nouinng but reaa tnose CIa records. 

If had' any real idea of how the various agencies work he did not reflect it in 
those hearings, /^e so dj&iinated the taff y w h ich - also - h a rt t o - sign porpr ^af^reestents , " 


C^that tkoaejttT who might have had the capability were unable to use their capabilities 
independently. * 

It is no:, at all surpassing that the CIA's copy of a tpe- suffered a mysterious 
disappearance. But it also is not at all certain that there was only a single .&R copy 
of that tape iawje there was^Sn interest in it. 


Tno businec. of the husband wife team of tape transcribers is not new with that 

committee. Some time before that committee was estab li shed by ‘the House that team spoke 

to Ron Kessler, then a Washington Post reporter. His story was an international sensation. 
jZtul , 

Hy layer, Jim ^3ll?,/napjened to be returning to we Washington with a plane switch at 


Chicago's O'Esere airport. It was a Sunday, ’./hen we walked past a news tend the enti] 

jUtut. # o>v OAsUrtM, 

front page of a w hicago paper was - air) headlines abyut Kessler's story* 


past a nev; stand the entire , j 

^5 /V Qt/r * 

I co* 1 c* a-f-rvmr2 — — — ~ _ 


Posner's descri tion of the informed 3pook who spoke to him is of "a retired Agency 
official familiar with the Oswald file The first words Posner attr^putes to him ar v e, ^ 

sounds * * ^&vy\aJ hU uc-iZt fin LUA J> 

,r Even if there had been^r^ordlng, " aad for one j ^ q r ae d that is a knowing lief^afi4> ^ 

erased) & 

nothing omitted in quotation," it would have been^outinely a&tisgx a week after it as 

ft I* 

made," a ft er t lia t is another knowing lie. 


It is a lie to e-»s $ay "even if there was a sotinfi recording" because it is without 


qttg nvTT j Siffl » w- . ■ jrt-«w a i rgv a r ^i . v 
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, and as we shall see/jfis in those records 


any question at all that at loest one was nade and transcribed^ Pliillips referred to 

Tht^ i ui , 

•’conversations 1 ' in tho plural of which he liaSicad transcriptions, as we liavc - s55ir^ 

"Soutine" destruction of intercepted conversations within a week defeats much of the 
purpose in going to all the cost, tr/oublo and danger J^being able to make those record- 
ings as well as the purpose for which they are made* 

They are not made for the exclusive use or entertainment of the staff of the CIA 
station that makes and has these tapes* First they are listened to to determine whether 
anything of value or interest is on them* Then headquar ters is Notified about them if 
the tapes themsleves are not also sent immediately in some instances* There is no one 
person at headquarters who can decide whether there is interest in the conten-^^^ the 


intercept- It is not unusual for more than a single component to be a possible £ customer 
for that content. All of this means some, distribution of what is known about the inter- 

/UJLiM/LL 40 / ^ 

fepted information and ^fefeenyCxnie for nss components of possible interest to repond* 

There t ere is also tho possibility that othe • intelligence and police agencies 
can have an interest* They also are consulted, and they also require time far determina- 
tions to be made/^n^ j*g\ , 

S Qjf. hil it is trjie, as that lying spoke told the gullible or tolerant or cued-in 

r ___ 

Posner, it is impossible to preserve all tapes, Tit takes time to transribe themja&d it 

takes tine to determine whether there is any interest in them anywhere within the 

all 

government/ and they are not) "routinely" destroyed within a week* 

Moreover, I hav FBI records reflecting that it had tho one tape officialy acknowi 
ledged to exist of the many m. de« 

And, ccfntrary to this lyiruj sppok Posner quotes without question, it was not 
"routinely" destroyed within a week. It was still at the CIA Mexico City station t 
about two momths, which is more than a week, after it was made* 

Explaining why I do o'* now cite these records by their file numbers is an unpleasant 
reminder of the risks involved in giving strangers unlimited and unsupervsied access to 
my records when *- am phy sically unable to watch them if I want d to K aaA-I do not want 
to, just a3 were I £ the writer using the files of ano ther I would not want to be under 


constant watch. 


f-»:nsmabteajMK> *auwsi6*« 


a 


'll 


- At the outset some tiling should be clear and unequivocal. Ono is that I am 
not charging the Posners with stealing the missing records. I have no solid proof of 
who did. I cannot pinpoint when they disappeared. But on the other side, with regard to 
some of those missing files, my files relating to this tape and related 


communications of which 1 have a very clear recollection, bpaobody eisisEcver expressed 

any interest in them or asked mo if 1 have them or anything like them, And all toe 

records that X l:now are missing are missing from what I ref er to as my "subject 11 file. 

Tyht means that anyone working in that f i^ff yhich consists of six file drawers, whether 

or not 1 knew of it could have been interested in thos missing records. However, because 

we give all wbo come her also unsupervised access tj/cur copier, vr^y, very few people 

have any interest in or reason for steling what they can copy. And I did not discover 

A 

that any of these records relating to that tape nft were missing until I vrent for them 


to uwe in this writing. But with regard to thtsthe records relating to this tape, every 
single ono is missing, even in a separate file, filed there for a different purpose, 

n ^ 

administrative appe .Is under FCIA. One other record I looked for to use in this writing, 

also relating to something Posner wrote and refuting it, also is gone. 

To encapsulate, I do not know that the Posners stole anything, I xxnxHtzprHX ; 

am not accusing them of stealing any tiling, and at the same time, nobody else ha3 ever woi^&*g 

h 

in those six file/jbawers who - have any reason to believe stealing those records. There 


were copies under several names and subjects. 

I am quite limited in my ability to get to and from those files and search them. Ily 

aM>^ 

searches were duplicated by a friend whi> was here later. He ^found nothing. 

A 3 I tell the story that I know to be true, of records disclosed to me by the FBI 

in FDIA litigation, IJL1 indicate the missing fi]£s. I/tf/one instances even tho file folders 

r 

are gone, too. 

As soon as Oswald was identifies as the suspected assassin, and all the records I 

have seen assumed he was guilty and alone, the FBI needed all tho relevant information 
A 

other agencieJL had and it needed that information fast. Especially while Oswald lived 
because then the government h^j to first ...ake a case against him, then tske the case to 



what was stolen is not the only public copies* They are the only readily acces- 
sibl e copies because there is no index to them in the clnsBd enormous mass of those 
disclosed records from which as I r oad them I selected these* Steeling them from me 
thus made it impossible for any writer or reporter to use them merely because copies 
were not accessible* If we think about who might want for these records ndV feP to be 
available to be used, the possibilities seem to be limited to the CIA So it can be 


i to the CIA and whose book re- 
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court and them xdLtlistand defense £ross examir-ation ancTei’ense evidence to get a con- 

f^- c \ fV&vArv/v^ivT" f>; uc>i \ru£ I) A+i’ zL4: ^ 

va^ition. 

The FBI, of course, knew what the CIA's Hexico City station had. *4 had its own 

Ljgal Attache or Begat there. The CIA station gave the $4il a tape and an unkn^n number 

of pictures of a man said to be Oswald and wasn't to the FBI's Legat. &3 gave them to 

an agent on his staff, Eldon Rudd, and Rudd flew to Dallas, the "office of origin" in 

the FBI's care and operations mot at Love Field, the major Dallas airport then, 

m e t - by Dallas FBI Social Agent Wallace hitman. Heitman was a "red" special- 

^Heitman's j 

i3t in that office. One record of which 1 have a very clear recollectionTs «g”memo 

on going to pick Rudd up. It was typed but he ri^&ded in longhand the time the plane 

arriifed and its identification, by number and by ownership. It was a Navy plane that 

.Mu** j Wvr 

pieked Rudd up kt^"edico City. 7 ^ nhn *\ mH -f-n •? • jfn^ t " *n 1 1 J"nvn1 at 

aitache-4here. 

Without ^ewHffon I had <{ Ai eitman file. The folder is t stll there with swingle, 

lij^r elated record in Jfcfr. I am not ertain that I liad a Rudd file but I believe I did. 

L 

There is none now. Bead hove a telephone^interacpts file. that lemains in it now 
is a.erox of unrelated pages from a (J o"hgressional report. 1 had one on Mexico City 
intercepts. I have it no longer. 

In my files o£f administrative appeals in those FOIA lawsuits I filed a 

numbs r of appeals relating to withildings of oomi.:Uni :ations generated by this tape-® 

^ 

Dallas, Sxsx Copies of the documents' I /had in the subject file were attached t them. 

All those records relating to those appeals, includingjbhe file folders, are gone. Copies 

of these appeals were also in the subject file. Anyone intended to cleanse mu^ files 

of what might bo embarrassing to them or for any other reason, would by those duplicate 

copies in th subject file be directed to the file of appeals, in a sea^rate but clearly 

identified file a cabinet not muc^v more than ten feet aifay from the subject file. 
X/Vt/t/V^ u * v I Uv LO'Wst-t' / U&, 

Circulatory impairments that began with ¥®nf* -venous thromboses in the leg, ob- 


structions or total blockages in the return ciYcu..ation; eex boveral p 03 t sutgical compli- 
cations folio, ing the successful implantation of k plastic artery in my left thigh; ccmpli- 


cations follow/other surgeries; and open-heart surgery in 1989, with tlire bypasses 

, u sabl y could / 

bypasc.es made of other arteries in the chest, there being nofvoins that be obtained 
from ny legs, have left me feeble and limited in mobility. Most of my recor t y all ob- 
tained by PClCA, are in the basement. I require the use of both hands not to fall in 

going to and from the basement. 1 am not permitted to staru/ still other than momentarily 

At/ 

because the blood then gets down fe/the feet 1 legs and thighs and c&m at return. Ind 

merely ascending the stairs tires me excessively for the rest of that day. The si^dent 

helper I had part-time f or reveral years had ^rduated from lcoal ^ood college and as 

of th±^^vx ± ting I have no replacement for her. 

Examining the mass of records X obtained by this litigation, about a third of a 
-^pages^ 

ipLllian cSgeg relating to both the JK JFK nd ^ing assassinations, is an enormous task. 

cdf jv U 

Ls I read them I indiced copies (and -their disposition and before they viere filed my 

i 

\imfe made those conies. The originals are preserved exactly as I i received them and 

will be a permanent public archive at Hood College. It is from thesqfcopies my ^ife made^ 

Strm. uH'.ul p/u^ u j 

somersent* to others interested in the subject f tb^^r^ n subjectj^iile was created. Heplac- 


Lt^time- 




in£ missing "subject, file copies m requires the greatltjtime-6^ onsuming^exaai n ation 
that when I'm past 30 and have these limitations is imoossible for me. 

Heitman's notation on his memo indicated he picked Hudd U P after midnight or very 
earljs the morning* after the assassination. They rushed to the Dalla- field office.am^: 


snjet by 


the FBI over Hoover's 


According to an ambiguous, six-page, single-spaced letter sn 
signature and undoubtedly reflecting what he want to tell James Itowley, head of the 
Secret Service, FBI agents familiar with Oswald looked at the pictures and listened to 
the tape. Without specifying which and with a virtual certainty referring to the picture 
only, Hoover 3 aid it as not Oswald. That the tape certainly was of Oswald is indicated 
with what happened with it. This is staxed^in *che records ^ deceived of which the subject^ 
file and appeals file copies are missing. 

4a so n as the tape was listenod^to Dallas tclettped a three-page paraphrase of 
it tc FBI headquarters. In a very brief period of time headquartord ordered Dallas to 


transcribe the tape. Dallas did that and teletyped it to headquarters. Along with ■‘rhese 


nee. aces the file included several smaller printed memo forms with notations on them, 


Some of those smaller records had an "a" after the serial numbers assigned to them. 

All of t-o content of all of the records relating to the content of the tape was 

withheld under FOI^Sxem^tion (b)(4), the "national security claim. Ily ignored appeals 

represent itlliolding the content of those records was in violation 

of the requirements of that ciegnTlt really required th.t the information be such tliat 

it could lead to a rupture in diplomatic relations or possibly to war. 

ffbt 

all of those messages were during the wee hours of dark. 

A 

What tills also means is that the tape was in the possession of the FBI, not of the 


CIA. There Trleo is no basis for assuming that with a tape of tliat significance a dupli- 
cate vias not made in Mexico City, before HudJ loft for the airport with it^ 


(^Tl^re also is no basis for assuming tliat if the CIA wanted tliat tape back the FBI 
returned it without making a duplicate of it. 

With Oswald the only official candidate for assassin? Impossible that no copies 
were made and impossible than any were destroyed. 

u hy all of tliis is suppressed, why it is lied about on all levels, why the FBI 
asserted a spurio^clnn to withold the content (othfer than to its certain knowledge 
that FOIA /awsuit was before a judge who was virtually an FBI adjunct in court and in 
v:hat he did and did not, would and would not do) can be conjectured~a&e**iT)ut there 
really i3 no basis for responsible conjecturing. 

One o^^tliat is not c%jeeturc is tliat if it^ere not Oswald's voice and if it 
had no relationship to the as assirirf^fe" Ffll ahd an absolutely solid reason for with- 
holding it : ~i^e- l Q jia irrevelancy. It .lid not make tliat cli^Jti and the contents therefore 
are not irrelevant. 

And in all of this that I have quoted at some length and with absolute fidelity 

to what Posner wot6 and has in his uistitled book Case Closed, the real question is (He* 

& 

really ° uper S peo k ror i&^more likely SuperSpock. 

He has the e:q>erience as a lawyer and as an investigator to know tliat when he got 


glib and 


i self^s 


rti. 


se 27 Vija^e::planations for the alleged non-existence of any tape there were 




o«MMTB»aoiaai>>w^aJs»^afcifcioc*«a. 
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in tills there is 


Obviously^here is no question of disclosing sources or r.*teL methods when they 
disclosed alreay, that there was electronic surveillance and that there was a taoe 


v;ere 

made. 


obvious questions. If he had intended anything ia&iaz more or better than mere blind 
covering up fot" the CIA to which he is so indebted he could and should have sked 
as Jed questions. He saw the volume of my files. Each cabinet and each drawer is marked 
with the i^le t if i cations of the files contained in them. Although he is careful not to 
reflect it in his book, he knew that there was a high degree of probability that I could 
proVide him with both questions and answers. He asked me nothing. He therefore wanted 
no tiling. That, I thlnk'^’ can fairly be interpreted as meaning that he knew he had a 
sure thing and that his professional reputation waslnot )at stake in his book. 

Posner gijLds that ugly weed he regards as a lily with a pretended slap on the 
CIA’s wrist with a bit o^ down, not even a feather. In a foot^Oata h^ays 'T^e CIA is 
its own worst ehemy on many of these issues. It is so protective of sources and means of 
obtaining information, even y^ars after the event, its lack of full disclosure is often 
interpreted as evidence of conspiracy. But the CHA’s failure to be forthright is an in - 
herent pert of the intelligence trade, and is not unique to its handling of the Oswald 
case." 

Bravo, Stiperspook! T 11 © CIA could not have stf id it better for itself! 
y If in fact it did not say it for itself. 

The CIA itself has not disputed that it lias withheld excessively and thus i3 "its cam 
worst enemy," But those /.dmisions came years later. The rest is undiluted, straightfward 
Justification of the CIA’s abuses. 

It is not "an inherent part of the intelligence trade" to violate the law and 
engaged in the domestic intelligence that SL prohited for it. 

It is not "inheret" in "intelligence" to regularly engage in perjury before the 
federal courts with false cliJbms when the intent and tbe end i& to deny the people 
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access to what is embarrassing to i^t^bt.It had dene this time after time after tkme, 
with me and not alone with me. 

Was it,, for a conspicuous edanple long forgotten, "inherent" in "intelligence" for 
the first CIA Director efebr to go public, Bichard Helms, to a pear before the convention 
of ‘vmerican newspaper publishers and tell them, jtf"Trust us-we do not tar^fgu on Americans" 
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when at that very time tliey were doing that and on an impressive secdfo- from what has 
uecoiSs public alone with there being now way of even guessing how much there was tliat has 
not become known? 


Is it "inherent" in "intelligence" to take a position on an the te/fere with 
bo' Ics written by Americans? It did that, too. 

Take even the CIA's Canard faithfully duplicated by Posner, that the Oswald tape 
no longer existed whaJV it did exist the day# the President was assassinated. Forget about 
those "conversations" in the plural to which Phillips attested, can it be believed that 
with Oswald the lone accused Presidential assassin it is "inherent" and in all ways a 
norm of "intelligence" for that tape or ary other to exist no longer. 

One tiling esss can be said for Posners he pays his d e htt s^ debt. 

With the attention his boo/jgot, this f lse, this baseless, this s teaol ees apology 


is admitted alone is unprededent ,ed. 

— * The questions this abdication of all independent judgement, this shameless ignorinng 
of all that is public, this unhidden justification of all the wrong it has done, along 
with the unpreedented favots it did Posner, rxxssK are, did he sell his soul^? Or was 





